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Clearly, this project is a prime example of a

local community exercising its own rural devel-
opment plan for local expansion and job cre-
ation. In these times of reduced Federal sup-
port for rural community-based economic en-
terprises, the city of Rolla is a shining example
and model of both involvement and initiative
that other communities around the country can
clearly emulate.

For over a year now, the city of Rolla has
been collecting a 3-percent tax on local hotels
in the attempt to finance this project independ-
ent of any assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment. Indeed, this land transfer arrange-
ment is a very unique partnership for both
Rolla and the Mark Twain National Forest.
Several of Missouri’s proud historical land-
marks, which are an important element of this
site, will be maintained and preserved for cur-
rent and future generations through the efforts
of the city of Rolla—at a substantially reduced
cost to local taxpayers. This is particularly im-
portant to bear in mind since this facility would
have no further commercial viability without
the direct involvement of the city of Rolla. So
now, two worthy goals can be achieved—eco-
nomic development and historical preserva-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the leadership ef-
forts of the Mark Twain National Forest and
the city of Rolla and I urge the expeditious ap-
proval of this measure in order that the citi-
zens of Rolla can get on with the business of
economic development and job creation.
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Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I
ask my colleagues to join me in honoring the
memory of Dr. Reynold Burch, a man of enor-
mous generosity and kindness whose con-
tributions to our community will be long re-
membered. Dr. Burch, known by friends and
family as Buster, died Wednesday, January
18, 1995.

Dr. Burch practiced medicine in Newark,
N.J. in private practice from 1956 to 1981 in
gynecology and obstetrics, delivering thou-
sands of babies to two generations of Newark
residents. During an era when professional
opportunities for African Americans were very
limited, young people looked to this extraor-
dinary role model with pride, admiration, and
hope.

I had the opportunity to know Dr. Burch per-
sonally in his capacity as a philanthropist.
Along with his wife, Mary, Dr. Burch founded
the Leaguers, Inc., a youth development pro-
gram in Newark. To the young people in our
neighborhood, Dr. and Mrs. Burch opened up
both their hearts and their home, where the
Leaguers regularly held their meetings. The
program was directed by Mrs. Burch, a former
teacher, who found that the young people in
the neighborhood needed more direction and
opportunity to expand their horizons and be-
come upwardly mobile. Dr. and Mrs. Burch
were truly ahead of their time and made a pro-
found difference in our community.

As the program progressed, the Burches
planned weekly meetings, provided outings to
the theater, museums, legislative sessions,
and cultural events for the young people. The

Leaguers gave the young people an oppor-
tunity to participate in programs we would
never otherwise have had the chance to expe-
rience and enjoy. In 1949, we attended the
swearing-in ceremony for Mayor Ralph A.
Villani, mayor of the City of Newark at Newark
City Hall. We visited New Jersey State As-
semblyman Bowser in his office in the State
capital, Trenton, in 1950. In 1951 we visited
Philadelphia for a weekend and met with
youth from a similar organization in an attempt
to expand our experiences.

The Leaguers program gave me and many
of my contemporaries an opportunity to grow
and develop as teenagers. The program
helped us make a positive contribution to our
community and to society. As the program
grew, the organization moved into a school
and then finally built a structure at 750 Clinton
Ave., Newark, NJ to house the group. Dr. and
Mrs. Burch encouraged and assisted us in at-
taining higher education and molded us into
young adults. My interest in improving my
community was sparked by my involvement
with the Burches.

Mr. Speaker, I know that my colleagues will
join me in extending condolences to Dr.
Burch’s wife, Mary, on the loss of her devoted
husband, and to his many friends who will feel
his absence deeply. He was a wonderful man
who truly set an example of a life well lived.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
1) proposing a balanced budget amendment
to the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the balanced budget
amendment, H.J. Res. 1. This amendment to
the U.S. Constitution to require a balanced
Federal budget is not a new idea. Balanced
budget amendment proposals have been intro-
duced since the 1930’s and, in recent years,
have fallen just short of passage in Congress
on several occasions. In 49 States, there is
some form of balanced budget requirement—
including the State of New Jersey.

In Congress, this balanced budget amend-
ment is only the beginning of the process of
amending the U.S. Constitution. It is a big step
for Americans to amend the U.S. Constitution,
and that is as it should be. Of the several
thousand proposed amendments in 206 years,
only 27 amendments have been ratified by
Congress and by the States—and one of
those, the 21st amendment, repeals the ban
on alcohol proscribed by one other, the 18th.

Amending the U.S. Constitution requires a
two-thirds majority in the U.S. House, 290
votes, and in the Senate, 67 votes; and ratifi-
cation by three-fourths of the States, 38 of the
50 States. The drafters of the Constitution
placed a great deal of weight on the powers
delegated to the Federal Government and
those that remain with the States, giving the
States the ultimate decisionmaking powers re-
garding amendments.

They also saw a limited role for the Federal
Government in taxation and borrowing—a role

which has been greatly expanded during the
current century. The Framers of the Constitu-
tion clearly saw Federal debt as an emer-
gency matter at times of national or inter-
national crisis, not as a means of normal oper-
ations. Likewise, taxation was for specific and
justifiable purposes. It is the breakdown of
both of these principles that has led to our
current budget problems.

I believe Congress has an obligation to
send this question to the States, so that we
can engage in a much-needed and lively de-
bate on the broader question—what is the role
of the Federal Government and at what cost?

Our experiences with State budget bal-
ancing requirements have provided several
positive outcomes from this important fiscal
discipline. It imposes discipline on legislators
and executive branch. It, therefore, requires a
closer working relationship between these two
branches of Government. And, the require-
ment ultimately will force all parties to sit down
and work out their differences to maintain the
required balance.

Having worked under the balanced budget
requirement, I believe it will promote better
communication and governance—at least
that’s been my experience as a State legisla-
tor in New Jersey. It has been 25 years since
the last time the Federal Government’s books
were balanced. Of every dollar collected in
Federal taxes, 15 cents goes to pay interest
on the national debt—more than $200 billion a
year, further drawing down the amount avail-
able for other Government programs.

Clearly, our current situation is not due to
under-taxation, but to over-spending. The Fed-
eral Government collects $5 in taxes today for
every $1 it collected 25 years ago. The prob-
lem is that Government spending today is up
$6 for every $1 spent in 1968.

some may claim that the balanced budget
amendment is a gimmick. Rather, I believe it
will finally provide the discipline to the Federal
budget process that has failed, to date, to con-
trol Federal spending—even with the best ef-
forts of individual Members committed to defi-
cit reduction and despite the demands of the
American taxpayers.
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Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speak-
er, women who do not work outside the home
contribute as much as their working spouses
to the care and support of their families and
they deserve equal retirement security. Unfor-
tunately, the Tax Code prevents women who
work at home from providing for their own re-
tirement to the same extent as women who
work outside the home.

The problem is rooted in the rules governing
Individual Retirement Accounts [IRA’s]. If both
spouses in a household bring home a pay-
check, each is permitted to contribute and de-
duct up to $2,000 to an IRA—$4,000 in total,
subject to income limits. If only one spouse
works, however, a married couple is limited to
contributing a total of $2,250 to an IRA. In
other words, a one-income married couple
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